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Abstract. The aim of this paper is to adapt the notion of two-scale conver-
gence in Lp to the case of a measure converging to a singular one. We present
a specific case when a thin cylinder with locally periodic rapidly oscillating
boundary shrinks to a segment, and the corresponding measure charging the
cylinder converges to a one-dimensional Lebegues measure of an interval. The
method is then applied to the asymptotic analysis of linear elliptic operators
with locally periodic coefficients in a thin cylinder with locally periodic rapidly
varying thickness.
1. Introduction
The goal of this paper is twofold. First, we want to adapt the classical two-
scale convergence (see [Ngu89], [All92], [Zhi00]) to the case of a asymptotically
thin domain. We consider a specific case when the domain has locally periodic
rapidly oscillating boundary and shrinks to a segment. Second, we will apply the
introduced definition to the asymptotic analysis of a linear elliptic operator with
locally periodic coefficients in a thin domain with oscillating thickness.
The two-scale convergence is a powerful tool that allows us to characterise the
leading term of the asymptotics without using asymptotic expansions, that reduces
the amount of computations. It can be applied both to linear and nonlinear prob-
lems, which makes this method so popular for asymptotic analysis. In [MMP00]
the authors introduced the notion of the two-scale convergence for thin domains,
but their definition does not catch the oscillations in the longitudinal variable. As
a consequence, it works for operators with coefficients which are constant in the
longitudinal variable.
Boundary value and spectral problems in thin domains are usually treated us-
ing the analysis of resolvents ([FS09]), the method of asymptotic expansions (see
for example [CD79], [Pan05], [BF10], [MP10], [Naz01], [PS13]), two-scale conver-
gence ([EP96], [MMP00], [PP11], [PP15]), Γ-convergence ([MS95], [AB01], [BFF00],
[Gau+02], [BMT07], [BMT12]), compensated compactness agrument ([GM03]),
and the unfolding method ([BG08], [AP11], [AVP17]). The presented list of works
devoted to the homogenization in thin structures is far from being complete, but
our primary focus is the case of thin domains with locally periodic rapidly varying
thickness, and to our best knowledge the works closely related to our study are
[MP10], [AP11], [FS09], [BF10], and [NPT16]. We describe them briefly below.
The case of periodic rapidly oscillating boundary was considered in [MP10],
where the authors studied the asymptotic behaviour of second-order self-adjoint
elliptic operators with periodic coefficients, for different boundary conditions. In
[AP11] the case of a locally periodic rapidly oscillating boundary was addressed,
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2and the authors studied the Neumann boundary value problem for the Laplace
operator in a two-dimensional thin domain by means of the unfolding method.
Spectral asymptotics of the Laplace operator in thin domains with slowly varying
thickness were considered in [FS09], [BF10], [NPT16], where under the Dirichlet
boundary conditions the localization of eigenfunctions occur.
The contribution of the present paper is an adapted notion of the two-scale
convergence that covers both thin domains with slowly varying, periodic rapidly
oscillating and locally periodic rapidly oscillating boundary. We do not make any
restrictions on the dimension of the thin domains in the transverse direction. The
method presented can be applied to both boundary value and spectral problems (ex-
actly like the classical two-scale convergence), linear and nonlinear. In the present
note we use it for the homogenization of a linear elliptic operator with locally peri-
odic coefficients in a thin domain with locally periodic rapidly oscillating boundary.
Our approach is based on the two-scale convergence in spaces with measure intro-
duced in [BF01], [Zhi00]. It was introduced for the case of a scaled periodic measure,
while in the present work we focus on a measure converging to a singular one. The
proofs of the basic facts about the properties of the Lp-spaces and the two-scale
convergence itself follow the lines of those in [Zhi00].
The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we define the domain and intro-
duce the corresponding spaces with measure charging this domain. In Section 3 we
introduce the adapted two-scale convergence and discuss its properties. Section 4
concerns with the application of the method to the asymptotic analysis of a linear
elliptic operator with locally periodic coefficients (see Theorem 4.1).
2. Variable spaces with singular measure in a cylinder with locally
periodic rapidly oscillating boundary
We are going to adapt the notion of the two-scale convergence to the case when a
thin domain has a rapidly oscillating boundary modulated by some (slowly) varying
function.
In what follows the points in Rd are denoted by x = (x1, x
′), and I = (−L,L).
We denote
Q(x1, y1) = {y′ ∈ Rd−1 : F (x1, y1, y′) > 0},
where F (x1, y1, y
′) satisfies the conditions
(F1) F (x1, y1, y
′) ∈ C1,α(I × I ×Rd−1) is periodic with respect to y1.
(F2) F + |∇yF | 6= 0, that is F cannot have maximum/minimum where it van-
ishes.
(F3) F
∣∣
y1=0
= 1, F
∣∣
±L ≤ 0.
(F4) Q(x1, y) is simply connected.
Now let ε > 0 be a small parameter. We are going to work in a thin cylinder
Ωε = {x = (x1, x′) : x1 ∈ I, x′ ∈ εQ(x1, x1
ε
)}.
An example of Ωε is presented in Figure 1 for three different values of ε.
Here Q(x1,
x1
ε ) describes the locally periodically varying cross section of the
cylinder (periodicity with respect to the second variable is inherited from F ). The
boundary of Ωε consists of the lateral boundary of the cylinder
Σε = {x = (x1, x′) : x1 ∈ I, F (x1, x1
ε
,
x′
ε
) = 0},
and the bases Γ±ε = {±L} × (εQ(±L,±L/ε)).
The periodicity cell depending on x1 is
(x1) = {y = (y1, y′) : y1 ∈ T1, y′ ∈ Q(x1, y1)},
3Figure 1. Thin cylinder generated by
F (x1, y1, y2) = 2 + sin(2pix1)− y22 · (1 + 4ε cos(2piy1)).
where T1 is a one-dimensional torus.
Since F (x1, y1, y
′) is periodic in y1, the boundary of (x1) is ∂(x1) = {y =
(y1, y
′) : y1 ∈ T1, F (x1, y1, y′) = 0}.
We define a Radon measure on Rd by
dµε = ε
−(d−1)χΩε(x) dx, (1)
where χΩε(x) is the characteristic function of the thin cylinder Ωε; dx is the d-
dimensional Lebesgue measure.
The factor ε−(d−1) in (1) makes the measure of the cylinder Ωε of order 1.
Lemma 2.1. The µε defined by (1) converges weakly, as ε→ 0, to the measure µ∗
defined by
dµ∗ = |(x1)|χI(x1)dx1 × δ(x′).
Proof. Let ϕ ∈ C0(Rd). Then∫
Rd
ϕ(x) dµε(x) =
∫
I
ε−(d−1)
∫
εQ(x1,x1/ε)
ϕ(x)dx′dx1.
Rescaling y′ = x′/ε gives∫
Rd
ϕ(x) dµε(x) =
∫
I
∫
Q(x1,x1/ε)
ϕ(x1, εy
′)dy′dx1.
Let us divide the interval I into small subintervals (translated periods) Iεj = ε[0, 1)+
εj, j ∈ Z. On each such interval we use the mean-value theorem choosing a point
ξj and get∑
j
∫
Iεj
∫
Q(x1,x1/ε)
ϕ(x1, εy
′)dy′dx1 =
∑
j
∫
Iεj
∫
Q(ξj ,x1/ε)
ϕ(ξj , εy
′)dy′dx1.
Since Q(x1, y1) is periodic with respect to y1, rescaling y1 = x1ε yeilds∑
j
∫
T1
∫
Q(ξ1,y1)
ϕ(ξj , εy
′)dy′dy1 =
∑
j
ε
∫
(ξj)
ϕ(ξj , εy
′)dy.
4The last sum is a Riemann sum converging, as ε→ 0, to the following integral∑
j
ε
∫
(ξj)
ϕ(ξj , εy
′)dy →
∫
I
∫
(x1)
ϕ(x1, 0) dydx1
=
∫
I
|(x1)|ϕ(x1, 0) =
∫
Rd
ϕ(x) dµ∗.
Note that, for any x1 ∈ I, due to the continuity of F , |x′| ≤ Cεd−1. Given γ > 0,
we can choose ε small enough such that x′ ∈ εQ implies |ϕ(x1, 0)−ϕ(x)| < γ using
the uniform continuity of ϕ. 
Remark 1. We assume that the cylinder is bounded, but all the argument apply
to the case when it grows in the x1 direction, as ε→ 0. The arguments are valid if
the cylinder has uniformly bounded thickness. In the case of a cylinder growing in
x1, as ε→ 0, the limit measure is dµ∗ = |(x1)|dx1 × δ(x′).
Remark 2. Note that the geometry of the boundary of the periodicity cell is of
no importance in Lemma 2.1.
For any ε and 1 < p <∞, the space of Borel measurable functions g : Rd → R
such that ∫
Rd
|g|p dµε <∞,
is denoted by Lp(Rd, µε). For vector functions g : R
d → Rd we denote the corre-
sponding space by Lp(Rd, µε)
d.
Definition 2.2. A sequence uε is bounded in L
p(Rd, µε) if
lim sup
ε→0
∫
Rd
|uε|pdµε <∞.
A bounded sequence uε ∈ Lp(Rd, µε) is said to converge weakly in Lp(Rd, µε) to
u ∈ Lp(Rd, µ∗) if
lim
ε→0
∫
Rd
uεϕdµε =
∫
Rd
uϕdµ∗, ϕ ∈ C∞0 (Rd).
We say that uε ∈ Lp(Rd, µε) converges strongly to u ∈ Lp(Rd, µ∗) if for any
vε ∈ Lp′(Rd, µε) weakly converging to v ∈ Lp′(Rd, µ∗), 1/p+ 1/p′ = 1, we have
lim
ε→0
∫
Rd
uε vε dµε =
∫
Rd
u v dµ∗.
Proofs of the following facts valid for a sequence of measures µε weakly con-
vergent to µ∗ (no specific assumptions on the structure of µε), can be found in
[Zhi03].
• The property of weak compactness of a bounded sequence in a separable
Hilbert space remains valid with respect to the convergence in variable
spaces. Any bounded sequence in Lp(Rd, µε) contains a weakly convergent
subsequence.
• For uε ∈ Lp(Rd, µε) weakly converging to u ∈ Lp(Rd, µ∗) the lower semi-
continuity property holds:
lim inf
ε→0
∫
Rd
|uε|pdµε ≥
∫
Rd
|u|pdµ∗.
• A sequence uε ∈ Lp(Rd, µε) converges strongly to u ∈ Lp(Rd, µ∗) if and
only if uε converges to u weakly and
lim
ε→0
∫
Rd
|uε|pdµε =
∫
Rd
|u|pdµ∗.
5Let us also recall the definition of the Sobolev space with measure.
Definition 2.3. A function g ∈ Lp(Rd, µε) is said to belong to the spaceW 1,p(Rd, µε)
if there exists a vector function z ∈ Lp(Rd, µε)d and a sequence ϕk ∈ C∞0 (Rd) such
that
ϕk → g in Lp(Rd, µε), k →∞,
∇ϕk → z in Lp(Rd, µε)d, k →∞.
In this case z is called a gradient of g and is denoted by ∇µεg.
Since in our case the measure µε is a weighted Lebesgue measure, we have
∇µεg = ∇g and the space W 1,p(Rd, µε) is identical to the usual Sobolev space
W 1,p(Ωε), in contrast to the scaled periodic singular measure considered in [Zhi00]
when the gradient is not unique and is defined up to a gradient of zero.
The spaces L2(Rd, µ∗) and W 1,p(Rd, µ∗) are defined in a similar way, however
the µ∗-gradient is not unique and is defined up to a gradient of zero. A zero
function might have a nontrivial gradient as it is demostrated by Example 1 in Ch.
3, [Zhi00]. Following the proof in the last example, one can see that for p = 2 the
subspace of vectors of the form (0, ψ2(z1), . . . , ψd(z1)), ψj ∈ L2(R) is the subspace
of gradients of zero Γµ∗(0). Any µ∗-gradient of v ∈W 1,2(Rd, µ∗) takes the form
∇µ∗v(z) = (v′(z1, 0), ψ2(z1), . . . , ψd(z1)), ψj ∈ L2(R),
where v′(z1, 0) is the derivative of the restriction of v(z) to R.
3. Two-scale convergence in spaces with measure converging to a
singular one
In what follows µε denotes the measure given by
dµε = χΩε(x)ε
−(d−1) dx,
and µ∗ = |(x1)|χI(x1) dx1 × δ(x′) is the limit measure.
For each x1 ∈ I, we introduce Ck((x1)), Lp((x1)) and W 1,p((x1)) in a usual
way. Functions belonging to this spaces are 1-periodic with respect to y1.
In the present context two-scale convergence is described as follows.
Definition 3.1. We say that gε ∈ Lp(Rd, µε), 1 < p < ∞, converges two-scale
weakly, as ε→ 0, in Lp(Rd, µε) if
(i) lim supε→0 ‖gε‖Lp(Rd, µε) ≤ C,
(ii) there exists a function g(x1, y) ∈ Lp(I;Lp((x1)) 1-periodic in y1 such that
the following limit relation holds:
lim
ε→0
∫
Rd
gε(x)ϕ(x)ψ(
x
ε
)dµε(x) =
∫
Rd
1
|(x1)|
∫
(x1)
g(x1, y)ϕ(x)ψ(y) dy dµ∗(x)
=
∫
R
∫
(x1)
g(x1, y)ϕ(x1, 0)ψ(y) dy dx1,
for any ϕ ∈ C∞0 (Rd) and ψ(y) ∈ C∞((x1)) periodic in y1.
We write gε
2
⇀ g(x1, y) if g
ε converges two-scale weakly to g(x1, y) in L
p(Rd, µε).
The definition of the two-scale convergence holds for more general classes of
test functions. Following the lines of the proof of Lemma 2.1 one can see that for
6ψ(y) ∈ L1((x1)) we have the mean-value property
lim
ε→0
∫
Rd
ϕ(x)ψ(
x
ε
)dµε(x) =
∫
Rd
1
|(x1)|
∫
(x1)
ϕ(x)ψ(y) dy dµ∗(x)
=
∫
R
ϕ(x1, 0)
(∫
(x1)
ψ(y) dy
)
dx1.
For example, as it is shown in Lemma 3.1 in [Zhi03], one can take a Caratheodory
function Φ(x, y) such that
|Φ(x, y)| ≤ Φ0(y), Φ0 ∈ L1((x1)).
Such test functions are called admissible, and the mean-value property holds
lim
ε→0
∫
Rd
Φ(x,
x
ε
)dµε =
∫
Rd
1
|(x1)|
∫
(x1)
Φ(x, y)dydµ∗
=
∫
R
∫
(x1)
Φ(x1, 0, y)dydx1.
The proof of the mean-value property follows the lines of the proof of Lemma 3.1
in [Zhi03]. As it was shown in [All92], the property of continuity with respect to
one of the arguments can not be dropped.
The following compactness result can be proved in the same way as Theorem 4.2
in [Zhi03].
Lemma 3.2 (Compactness). Suppose that gε satisfies the estimate
lim sup
ε→0
‖gε‖Lp(Rd, µε) ≤ C.
Then gε, up to a subsequence, converges two-scale weakly in Lp(Rd, µε) to some
function g(x1, y) ∈ Lp(Rd ×(x1), µ∗ × dy).
Definition 3.3. A sequence gε is said to converge two-scale strongly to a function
g(x1, y) ∈ Lp(Rd ×(x1), µ∗ × dy) if
(i) gε converges two-scale weakly to g(x1, y),
(ii) the following limit relation holds:
lim
ε→0
∫
Rd
|gε(x)|pdµε(x) =
∫
Rd
1
|(x1)|
∫
(x1)
|g(x1, y)|p dy dµ∗(x).
We write gε
2→ g(x1, y) if gε converges two-scale strongly to the function
g(x1, y) in L
p(Rd, µε).
The following properties of the weak two-scale limit hold (see [Zhi03] for the
proof in spaces with measure):
• If uε 2⇀ u(x1, y) in Lp(Rd, µε), then uε converges weakly in Lp(Rd, µε) to
the local average of the two-scale limit:
uε ⇀
1
|(x1)|
∫
(x1)
u(x1, y)dy.
To see this it is suffices to take a test function independent of y in the
definition of the two-scale convergence.
• If uε 2⇀ u(x1, y) in Lp(Rd, µε), then the lower semicontinuity property holds
lim inf
ε→0
∫
Rd
|uε|pdµε ≥
∫
Rd
1
|(x1)|
∫
(x1)
|u(x1, y)|pdydµ∗
=
∫
R
∫
(x1)
|u(x1, y)|pdydx1.
7A proof is based on the Young inequality
a · b ≤ 1
p
|a|p + 1
p′
|b|p′ , 1
p
+
1
p′
= 1.
For any ϕ(x1, y) ∈ C∞0 (R;C∞((x1)))
1
p
∫
Rd
|uε|pdµε ≥
∫
Rd
uεϕ(x1,
x
ε
)dydµε − 1
p′
∫
Rd
|ϕ(x1, x
ε
)|p′dµε.
Passing to the limit yields
1
p
lim inf
ε→0
∫
Rd
|uε|pdµε ≥
∫
Rd
1
|(x1)|
∫
(x1)
u(x1, y)ϕ(x1, y)dydµ∗
− 1
p′
∫
Rd
1
|(x1)|
∫
(x1)
|ϕ(x1, y)|p′dydµ∗.
By density of smooth functions in Lp(Rd, µε), we can take ϕ(x1, y) =
|u(x1, y)|p−2u(x1, y), which completes the proof.
The next proposition provides additional information about the two-scale limit
in the case when it is possible to estimate the derivatives. The original statement
is given for a fixed domain Ω and a fixed Lebegue measure in [All92] (Proposition
1.14). The case of a periodic scaled measure µε is considered in [GCS07] (Theorem
10.3). The proof is essentially the same in all these cases and is therefore omitted.
Lemma 3.4. Assume that uε(x) is bounded in W
1,p(Rd, µε), 1 ≤ p <∞, and∫
Rd
|uε|pdµε +
∫
Rd
|∇uε|pdµε ≤ C.
Then there exists u(x1) ∈ W 1,p(Rd, µ∗) and u1(x1, y) ∈ Lp(R;W 1,p((x1))) peri-
odic in y1 such that, as ε→ 0,
(i) uε strongly in L
p(Rd, µε) and strongly two-scale in L
p(Rd, µε) converges to
u(x1) ∈ Lp(Rd, µ∗).
(ii) ∇uε, along a subsequence, weakly two-scale converges to ∇µ∗u(x1)+∇yu1(x1, y)
in Lp(Rd, µε). Here ∇µ∗u(x1) is one of the gradients (which are defined up
to a gradient of zero) with respect to the measure µ∗.
4. Homogenization of a linear elliptic operator with locally
periodic coefficients
Let us illustrate how one can apply the adapted notion of the two-scale con-
vergence to the asymptotic analysis of a linear second-order elliptic operator with
locally periodic coefficients stated in a thin domain with locally periodic rapidly
oscillating boundary. Let the domain be that described in Section 2. To fix the
ideas, let us consider the following boundary value problem
−div(aε∇uε)+ cεuε = f, Ωε,
aε∇uε · n = 0, Σε, (2)
uε = 0, Γ
±
ε .
Our main assumptions are
(H1) The coefficients have the form aε(x) = a(x1,
x
ε ), c
ε(x) = c(x1,
x
ε ), where
c(x1, y), aij(x1, y) ∈ C1,α(I;Cα((x1))) are 1-periodic in y1, 0 < α < 1.
(H2) The matrix a is symmetric and satisfies the uniform ellipticity condition:
There exists Λ0 > 0 such that for all x1 ∈ I and y ∈ (x1),
aij(x1, y)ξiξj ≥ Λ0|ξ|2, ξ ∈ Rd.
(H3) f(x1) ∈ L2(I).
8We study the asymptotic behaviour of the solution uε of (2) as ε→ 0.
Problem (2) being stated in a bulk domain is classical and can be treated by
any method of asymptotic analysis. We present the convergence result in the case
when the domain is thin and has a locally periodic rapidly varying thickness using
singular measures approach. Corrector terms, as well as the estimates for the rate
of convergence can be obtained for example by using the asymptotic expansion
method.
Theorem 4.1. Let uε be a solution of problem (2). Under the assumptions (H1)–
(H3), the following convergence result holds:
(i) uε converges two-scale, as ε → 0, in L2(Rd, µε) to a solution u of the one-
dimensional problem
−(aeff(x1)u′)′ + c¯(x1)u = |(x1)| f(x1), x ∈ (−L,L), (3)
u(±L) = 0.
The effective diffusion coefficient aeff and the potential c¯ are given by the
formulae
aeff(x1) =
∫
(x1)
a1j(x1, y)(δ1j + ∂yjN1(x1, y)) dy,
c¯(x1) =
∫
(x1)
c(x1, y) dy.
The auxiliary function N1(x1, y) solves the following cell problem:{ −divy(a(x1, y)∇yN1(x1, y)) = ∂yiai1(x1, y), y ∈ (x1),
a(x1, y)∇yN1(x1, y) · n = −ai1(x1, y)ni, y ∈ ∂(x1).
(ii) lim
ε→0
1
εd−1
∫
Ωε
|uε(x)− u(x1)|2 dx = 0.
(iii) As ε→ 0, the corresponding fluxes converge two-scale in L2(Rd, µε):
aε(x)∇uε 2⇀ aeff(x1)u′(x1)e1 +∇yN(x1, y)u′(x1), e1 = (1, 0, · · · , 0) ∈ Rd.
Proof. The weak formulation of (2) in terms of the measure µε reads∫
Rd
aε∇uε · ∇Φ dµε +
∫
Rd
cεuεΦ dµε =
∫
Rd
fΦ dµε, (4)
where Φ ∈ H1(Ωε),Φ
∣∣
Γ±ε
= 0. Taking uε as a test function we obtain the following
a priori estimate:
‖uε‖L2(Rd,µε) + ‖∇uε‖L2(Rd,µε) ≤ C. (5)
Thus, up to a subsequence, uε converges two-scale weakly in L
2(Rd, µε) to some
u(x1) ∈ L2(Rd, µ∗), and due to Lemma 3.4, there exists u1(x1, y) ∈ L2(R;H1((x1)))
periodic in y1 such that ∇uε converges two-scale in L2(Rd, µε) to ∇µ∗u(x1) +
∇yu1(x1, y).
We proceed in two steps. First we choose an oscillating test function to determine
the structure of u1(x1, y). Then we use a smooth test function of a slow argument
to obtain the limit problem for u.
Let us take
Φε(x) = εϕ(x)ψ(
x
ε
), ϕ ∈ C∞0 (Rd), ψ ∈ C∞(T1 ×Rd−1),
as a test function in (4).
The gradient of Φε takes the form
∇Φε(x) = εψ(x
ε
)∇xϕ(x) + ϕ(x)∇yψ(y)
∣∣
ζ=x/ε
.
9In the first term on the left hand side in (4) we can regard aε as a part of the test
function. Passing to the limit we get∫
Rd
( 1
|(x1)|
∫
(x1)
a(x1, y)∇yψ(y) dy
)
· ∇µ∗u(x1, 0)ϕ(x1, 0)dµ∗
+
∫
Rd
( 1
|(x1)|
∫
(x1)
a(x1, y)∇yψ(y) · ∇yu1(x1, y) dy
)
ϕ(x1, 0)dµ∗ = 0.
Looking for u1 in the form
u1(x1, y) = N(x1, y) · ∇µ∗u(x1, 0) (6)
gives the following relation for the components of N(y):∫
Rd
( 1
|(x1)|
∫
(x1)
a(x1, y)∇yNk(y) · ∇ψ(y) dy
)
ϕ(x1, 0) dµ∗
= −
∫
Rd
( 1
|(x1)|
∫
(x1)
akj(x1, y)∂yjψ(y) dy
)
ϕ(x1, 0) dµ∗,
for any ϕ ∈ C∞0 (Rd), ψ ∈ C∞(T1×Rd−1). The last integral identity is a variational
formulation associated to{
−divy(a(x1, y)∇yNk(x1, y)) = ∂yiaik(x1, y), y ∈ (x1),
a(x1, y)∇yNk(y) · n = −aik(x1, y)ni, y ∈ ∂(x1), k = 1, 2, . . . .
(7)
For each x1 ∈ I, there exists a unique solution Nk(x1, ·) ∈ C1,α(I;C1,α(x1))/R
to (7).
In this way
∇uε 2⇀ (∇µ∗u(x1, 0) +∇yN(x1, y) · ∇µ∗u(x1, 0)), ε→ 0.
Now the structure of the function v1(z1, ζ) is known, and we can proceed by deriving
the problem for u.
We pass to the limit in the integral identity (4) with ϕ(x) ∈ C∞0 (Rd):∫
Rd
( 1
|(x1)|
∫
(x1)
a(x1, y)(Id +∇yN(x1, y)) dy
)
∇µ∗u(x1, 0) · ∇ϕ(x1, 0) dµ∗
+
∫
Rd
1
|(x1)|
∫
(x1)
c(x1, y)u(x1, 0)ϕ(x1, 0) dydµ∗
=
∫
Rd
f(x1, 0)ϕ(x1, 0) dµ∗.
Here ∇N = {∂ζiNj(ζ)}dij=1, and Id = {δij}dij=1 is the unit matrix. Denote
Aeffij =
∫
(x1)
aik(x1, y)(δkj + ∂ykNj(x1, y)) dy.
In this way the limit problem in the weak form reads∫
Rd
1
|(x1)|A
eff∇µ∗u(x1, 0) · ∇ϕ(x1, 0) dµ∗ +
∫
Rd
1
|(x1)|c(x1)u(x1, 0)ϕ(x1, 0) dµ∗
=
∫
Rd
f(x1, 0)ϕ(x1, 0) dµ∗. (8)
The µ∗-gradient is not unique, but the flux Aeff∇µ∗u(x1, 0) is uniquely determined
by the condition of orthogonality of the vector Aeff∇µ∗u to the subspace of the
gradients of zero. This can be seen by taking in (8) any test function with zero trace
ϕ(x1, 0, . . . , 0) = 0 and non-zero µ∗-gradient, for example ϕ(x) =
∑
j 6=1 xjψj(x1)
with arbitrary ψj ∈ C∞0 (R)\{0}. By the density of smooth functions, the subspace
of vectors in the form (0, ψ2(x1), . . . , ψd(x1)), ψj ∈ L2(R) is the subspace of the
10
gradients of zero, and the condition of orthogonality to the gradients of zero gives
that
Aeff∇µ∗u = (Aeff1j ∂µ∗xj u(x1, 0), 0, . . . , 0).
If we define a solution of (8) as a function u(x) ∈ H1(Rd, µ∗) satisfying the integral
identity, then this solution is unique. A solution (u,Aeff∇µ∗u), as a pair, is also
unique due to the orthogonality to the gradients of zero. If one, however, defines a
solution of (8) as a pair (u,∇µ∗u), then a solution is not unique. This has to do
with the fact that the matrix Aeff is not positive definite, and the uniqueness of the
flux does not imply the uniqueness of the gradient.
Next step is to prove that Aeff1j = 0 for all j 6= 1. To this end we rewrite the
problem for Nk in the following form:{ −divy(a(x1, y)∇y(Nk(x1, y) + yk) = 0, y ∈ (x1),
a(x1, y)∇y(Nk(x1, y) + yk) · n = 0, k = 1, 2, . . . , y ∈ ∂(x1). (9)
We multiply (9) by ym, m 6= 1, and integrate over (x1). For m 6= 1, the function
ym is periodic in y1 and can be used as a test function. This gives∫
(x1)
a(x1, y)∇y(yk +Nk(x1, y)) · ∇ym dy = 0,
and since ∂yjym = δjm, A
eff
km = 0 for any k = 1, . . . , d and m 6= 1. Thus
Aeff∇µ∗u = (Aeff11u′(x1, 0), 0, . . . , 0),
and (8) takes the form∫
R
Aeff11u
′(x1, 0)ϕ′(x1, 0) dx1 +
∫
R
c(x1)u(x1, 0)ϕ(x1, 0) dx1
=
∫
R
f(x1, 0) |(x1)|ϕ(x1, 0) dx1.
Denoting aeff = Aeff11 , u(x1) = u(x1, 0), we see that the last integral identity is the
weak formulation of (3).
Using Ni as a test function in (9) gives
Aeffik (x1) =
∫
(x1)
a(x1, ζ)∇(yi +∇yNi(x1, y)) · ∇y(yk +∇yNk(x1, y)) dy,
which shows that Aeff is symmetric and positive semidefinite due to the correspond-
ing properties of a(x1, y). If e1 = (1, 0, . . . , 0),
aeff = Aeff11 = A
effe1 · e1 ≥ Λ0
∫
(x1)
|∇y(y1 +∇yN1(x1, y))|2 dy.
Assuming that ∂yi(y1 + ∇yN1(x1, y)) = 0 for all i, leads to a contradiction since
N1 is periodic in y1. Thus, the effective coefficient a
eff is strictly positive.
It is left to prove the strong convergence of uε in L
2(Ωε, µε). To this end we
consider the local average of uε
uε(x1) =
1
εd−1|Q(x1, x1/ε)|
∫
εQ(x1,x1/ε)
uε(x)dx
′.
Applying the Poincare´ inequality we obtain∫
εQ(x1,x1/ε)
(uε − uε)2dx′ ≤ Cε2
∫
εQ(x1,x1/ε)
|∇(uε − uε)|2dx′.
Integrating with respect to x1, using (5) and the definition of uε, we have∫
Ωε
(uε − uε)2dx ≤ Cε2
∫
Ωε
|∇(uε − uε)|2dx ≤ Cε. (10)
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At the same time, since uε is bounded in H
1(I), it converges strongly in L2(Rd, µ∗)
(equivalently in L2(I)) to some u(x1), which together with (10) gives the strong
convergence of uε in L
2(Ωε, µε) to u(x1) = u(x1). 
References
[CD79] Philippe G Ciarlet and Philippe Destuynder. “A justification of a non-
linear model in plate theory”. In: Computer methods in Applied Me-
chanics and engineering 17 (1979), pp. 227–258.
[Ngu89] G. Nguetseng. “A general convergence result for a functional related to
the theory of homogenization”. In: SIAM J. Math. Anal. 20.3 (1989),
pp. 608–623. issn: 0036-1410. doi: 10 . 1137 / 0520043. url: http :
//dx.doi.org/10.1137/0520043.
[All92] G. Allaire. “Homogenization and two-scale convergence”. In: SIAM J.
Math. Anal. 23.6 (1992), pp. 1482–1518. issn: 0036-1410. doi: 10.1137/
0523084. url: http://dx.doi.org/10.1137/0523084.
[MS95] Francois Murat and Ali Sili. “Problemes monotones dans des cylindres
de faible diametre forme´s de mate´riaux he´te´rogenes”. In: Comptes Ren-
dus de l’Academie des Sciences-Serie I-Mathematique 320.10 (1995),
pp. 1199–1204.
[EP96] IOANA-ANDREEA ENE and JEANNINE SAINT JEAN PAULIN.
“Homogenization and two-scale convergence for a Stokes or Navier-
Stokes flow in an elastic thin porous medium”. In: Mathematical Models
and Methods in Applied Sciences 6.07 (1996), pp. 941–955.
[BFF00] A. Braides, I. Fonseca, and G. Francfort. “3D-2D asymptotic analysis
for inhomogeneous thin films”. In: Indiana Univ. Math. J. 49.4 (2000),
pp. 1367–1404. issn: 0022-2518. doi: 10.1512/iumj.2000.49.1822.
url: http://dx.doi.org/10.1512/iumj.2000.49.1822.
[MMP00] Sanja Marusˇic´ and Eduard Marusˇic´-Paloka. “Two-scale convergence for
thin domains and its applications to some lower-dimensional models in
fluid mechanics”. In: Asymptotic Analysis 23.1 (2000), pp. 23–57.
[Zhi00] V. Zhikov. “On an extension and an application of the two-scale conver-
gence method”. In: Mat. Sb. 191.7 (2000), pp. 31–72. issn: 0368-8666.
doi: 10.1070/SM2000v191n07ABEH000491. url: http://dx.doi.org/
10.1070/SM2000v191n07ABEH000491.
[AB01] Nadia Ansini and Andrea Braides. “Homogenization of oscillating bound-
aries and applications to thin films”. In: Journal d’Analyse Mathe´matique
83.1 (2001), pp. 151–182.
[BF01] G. Bouchitte´ and I. Fragala`. “Homogenization of thin structures by
two-scale method with respect to measures”. In: SIAM J. Math. Anal.
32.6 (2001), 1198–1226 (electronic). issn: 0036-1410. doi: 10.1137/
S0036141000370260. url: http://dx.doi.org/10.1137/S0036141000370260.
[Naz01] S.A. Nazarov. Asymptotic Theory of Thin Plates and Rods. Vol. 1 (in
Russian). Novosibirsk: Nauchnaya Kniga, 2001.
[Gau+02] Antonio Gaudiello et al. “Asymptotic analysis for monotone quasilinear
problems in thin multidomains”. In: Differential and Integral Equations
15.5 (2002), pp. 623–640.
[GM03] Bjo¨rn Gustafsson and Jacqueline Mossino. “Non-periodic explicit ho-
mogenization and reduction of dimension: the linear case”. In: IMA
Journal of Applied Mathematics 68.3 (2003), pp. 269–298.
REFERENCES 12
[Zhi03] V. V. Zhikov. “On two-scale convergence”. In: Tr. Semin. im. I. G.
Petrovskogo 23 (2003), pp. 149–187, 410. issn: 0321-2971. doi: 10.
1023/B:JOTH.0000016052.48558.b4. url: http://dx.doi.org/10.
1023/B:JOTH.0000016052.48558.b4.
[Pan05] G. Panasenko. Multi-scale modelling for structures and composites. Springer,
Dordrecht, 2005, pp. xiv+398. isbn: 1-4020-2981-0.
[BMT07] Guy Bouchitte´, M Lu´ısa Mascarenhas, and Lu´ıs Trabucho. “On the cur-
vature and torsion effects in one dimensional waveguides”. In: ESAIM:
Control, Optimisation and Calculus of Variations 13.4 (2007), pp. 793–
808.
[GCS07] A. Piatnitski G. Chechkin and A. Shamaev. Homogenization. Vol. 234.
Translations of Mathematical Monographs. Methods and applications,
Translated from the 2007 Russian original by Tamara Rozhkovskaya.
Providence, RI: American Mathematical Society, 2007, pp. x+234. isbn:
978-0-8218-3873-0; 0-8218-3873-3.
[BG08] Dominique Blanchard and Georges Griso. “Microscopic effects in the
homogenization of the junction of rods and a thin plate”. In: Asymptotic
Analysis 56.1 (2008), pp. 1–36.
[FS09] L. Friedlander and M. Solomyak. “On the spectrum of the Dirichlet
Laplacian in a narrow strip”. In: Israel J. Math. 170 (2009), pp. 337–
354. issn: 0021-2172. doi: 10.1007/s11856-009-0032-y. url: http:
//dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11856-009-0032-y.
[BF10] Denis Borisov and Pedro Freitas. “Asymptotics of Dirichlet eigenvalues
and eigenfunctions of the Laplacian on thin domains in Rd”. In: Journal
of Functional Analysis 258.3 (2010), pp. 893–912.
[MP10] T. A. Mel′nik and A. V. Popov. “Asymptotic analysis of boundary value
problems in thin perforated domains with rapidly changing thickness”.
In: Nel¯ın¯ı˘ın¯ı Koliv. 13.1 (2010), pp. 50–74. issn: 1562-3076. doi: 10.
1007/s11072- 010- 0101- 5. url: http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/
s11072-010-0101-5.
[AP11] Jose´ M. Arrieta and Marcone C. Pereira. “Homogenization in a thin
domain with an oscillatory boundary”. In: J. Math. Pures Appl. (9)
96.1 (2011), pp. 29–57. issn: 0021-7824. doi: 10.1016/j.matpur.2011.
02.003. url: http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.matpur.2011.02.003.
[PP11] I. Pankratova and A. Piatnitski. “Homogenization of spectral prob-
lem for locally periodic elliptic operators with sign-changing density
function”. In: J. Differential Equations 250.7 (2011), pp. 3088–3134.
issn: 0022-0396. doi: 10.1016/j.jde.2011.01.022. url: http:
//dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jde.2011.01.022.
[BMT12] Guy Bouchitte´, Lu´ısa Mascarenhas, and Lu´ıs Trabucho. “Thin waveg-
uides with Robin boundary conditions.” English. In: J. Math. Phys.
53.12 (2012), 123517, 24 p. doi: 10.1063/1.4768462.
[PS13] Marcone C. Pereira and Ricardo P. Silva. “Error estimates for a Neu-
mann problem in highly oscillating thin domains”. In: Discrete Contin.
Dyn. Syst. 33.2 (2013), pp. 803–817. issn: 1078-0947. doi: 10.3934/
dcds.2013.33.803. url: http://dx.doi.org/10.3934/dcds.2013.
33.803.
[PP15] Iryna Pankratova and Klas Pettersson. “Spectral asymptotics for an el-
liptic operator in a locally periodic perforated domain”. In: Appl. Anal.
94.6 (2015), pp. 1207–1234. issn: 0003-6811. doi: 10.1080/00036811.
2014.924110. url: http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00036811.2014.
924110.
REFERENCES 13
[NPT16] S. A. Nazarov, E. Pe´rez, and J. Taskinen. “Localization effect for Dirich-
let eigenfunctions in thin non-smooth domains”. In: Trans. Amer. Math.
Soc. 368.7 (2016), pp. 4787–4829. issn: 0002-9947. doi: 10.1090/tran/
6625. url: http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/tran/6625.
[AVP17] Jose´ M. Arrieta and Manuel Villanueva-Pesqueira. “Thin domains with
non-smooth periodic oscillatory boundaries”. In: J. Math. Anal. Appl.
446.1 (2017), pp. 130–164. issn: 0022-247X. doi: 10.1016/j.jmaa.
2016.08.039. url: http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jmaa.2016.08.
039.
